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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Argument 

1. Applicant's arguments, filed 03/26/10, with respect to claims have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claims 42 and 46 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Regarding claims 42 and 46, line 3 recites "a memory". It should be corrected as - - the 

memory- -; line 5-6 recites "a telematics". It should be corrected as - - the telematic- -. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-8, 26-27, 29-33, 43-47 and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ross et al. (U.S. 5859628) in view of McCarthy et al. (Pub. No.: 
20010055165). 

Regarding claim 1, Ross et al. disclose a method, comprising: 
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providing a docking apparatus 104 (fig. 1 below, cradle 104) coupled to interface with a 
vehicle (col. 10, lines 1-6. Ross et al. disclose "the cradle contains an interface to the vehicle's 
intelligent controller. The vehicle-specific connection taps into the vehicle's main data bus or has 
a separate connection directly to the main controlling onboard computer. Thus, the cradle could 
have the capability of receiving information from and sending information to the vehicle's 
intelligence"); 

communicatively coupling a remote communications device 102 (fig. 1 below, PDA 102) 
to the docking apparatus 104 (fig. 1 below, cradle 104) (col. 4 lines 56-65. Ross et al. disclose 
"housing 302 includes an infrared (IR) window, or IR link, for communicating with PDA 102"), 

wherein the remote communications device (PDA 102) does not include a telematics 
functionality module (for example moving map/status information) (col. 9, line 57 to col. 10, line 
54. Ross et al. disclose "a conventional CD changer located in the vehicle can be interconnected 
to the PDA through the cradle to provide moving map displays on the PDA's screen " or 
"providing the PDA with vehicle status information". Based upon the passage above, it should 
be noted that the PDA does not include a telematics functionality module (moving map/status 
information) before or during establishing a connection with the cradle 104); and 

the docking apparatus (fig. 1 below, cradle 104) communicating with the remote 
communications device 102 (fig. 1 below, PDA 102) to include the telematics functionality 
module (moving map/status information) in a memory of the remote communications device 
(PDA 102) (col. 9, line 57 to col. 10, line 54. Ross et al. disclose "a conventional CD changer 
located in the vehicle can be interconnected to the PDA through the cradle to provide moving 
map displays on the PDA's screen " or "providing the PDA with vehicle status information". It 
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should be noted that after establishing the connection with the PDA 102, the cradle 104 
communicates with the PDA for providing the telematics functionality module (moving 
map/status information), including: 

(i) the docking apparatus (cradle 104) downloading the telematics functionality module 
(moving map) into the memory of the remote communications device (PDA 102) (col. 9, line 57 
to col. 10, line 54. Ross et al. disclose "a conventional CD changer located in the vehicle can be 
interconnected to the PDA through the cradle to provide moving map displays on the PDA's 
screen " or "vehicle information status". It should be noted that the moving map or vehicle 
information status should be stored in a memory or buffer of the PDA for displaying), or (ii) the 
docking apparatus supplying the remote communications device with a download location to 
download the telematics functionality module into the memory from the download location. 
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However, Ross et al. do not disclose wherein the telematics functionality module 
provides telematics functionality that is specific the vehicle and that is based on vehicle- 
identification information that the docking apparatus associates to the remote communication 
device. 

In the same field of endeavor, McCarthy et al. disclose wherein the telematics 
functionality module provides telematics functionality that is specific the vehicle and that is 
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based on vehicle-identification information ([0024]. The mobile device provides identity to the 
vehicle in order to activate/deactivate a security system or door locks. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically including wherein the 
telematics functionality module provides telematics functionality that is specific the vehicle and 
that is based on vehicle-identification information, as taught by McCarthy et al, the motivation 
being in order to operate the vehicle by using the mobile phone instead of using conventional 
key. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, McCarthy et al. disclose the telematics functionality module 
comprises one or more telematics related applications including at least one of a personal 
telematics application, a security application a hands-free application, an air bag system 
notification application ([0024]). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, Ross et al. disclose the method wherein communicatively 
coupling comprises communicatively coupling using at least one of a wireless link and a 
wireline link (col. 4 lines 19-65). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, Ross et al. disclose the method further comprising: the remote 
communications device (PDA 102) detecting the docking apparatus (cradle 104) (col. 6, lines 24- 
53); and the docking apparatus (cradle 104) and the remote communications device (PDA 102) 
exchanging capability data (col. 5, lines 1-11 and col. 6, lines 12-53). 
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Regarding claim 6, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 5. Further, Ross et al. disclose the method wherein the capability data 
comprises at least one of a software configuration, a hardware configuration, identification data 
and security data (col. 5, lines 1-11 and col. 6, lines 12-53). 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, Ross et al. disclose the method further comprising: the docking 
apparatus detecting the remote communications device (col. 5, lines 1-1 1 and col. 6, lines 12-43); 
and the docking apparatus and the remote communications device exchanging capability data 
(fig. 1, col. 2, line 51 to col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, Ross et al. disclose the method wherein the capability data 
comprises at least one of a software configuration, a hardware configuration, identification data 
and security data (fig. 1, col. 2, line 51 to col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claim 26, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 27, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 2. 

Regarding claim 29, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 26. Further, Ross et al. disclose the docking apparatus wherein 
communicatively coupling comprises communicatively coupling using at least one of a wireless 
link and a wireline link (col. 4 lines 19-65). 

Regarding claim 30, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 26. Further, Ross et al. disclose the docking apparatus wherein comprising: 
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the remote communications device (PDA 102) detecting the docking apparatus (cradle 104) (col. 
6, lines 24-53); and the docking apparatus (cradle 104) and the remote communications device 
(PDA 102) exchanging capability data (col. 5, lines 1-11 and col. 6, lines 12-53). 

Regarding claim 31, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 30. Further, Ross et al. disclose the docking apparatus wherein the capability 
data comprises at least one of a software configuration, a hardware configuration, identification 
data and security data (col. 5, lines 1-11 and col. 6, lines 12-53). 

Regarding claim 32, the combination of Ross ct al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 26. Further, Ross et al. disclose the docking apparatus wherein further 
comprising: the docking apparatus detecting the remote communications device (col. 5, lines 1- 
11 and col. 6, lines 12-53); and the docking apparatus and the remote communications device 
exchanging capability data (fig. 1, col. 2, line 51 to col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claim 33, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 32. Further, Ross et al. disclose the docking apparatus wherein the capability 
data comprises at least one of a software configuration, a hardware configuration, identification 
data and security data (fig. 1, col. 2, line 51 to col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claim 43, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, McCarthy et al. disclose the method wherein the telematics 
functionality that is specific to the vehicle includes at least one of: door locking, remote access, 
and remote start ([0024]). 
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Regarding claim 44, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 2. Further, McCarthy et al. disclose the method wherein the hand-free 
application is specific to the vehicle ([0024]). 

Regarding claim 47, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 43. 

Regarding claim 48, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 44. 

5. Claims 3 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross et 
al. (U.S. 5859628) in view of McCarthy et al. (Pub. No.: 20010055165) and further in view of 
Poplawsky et al. (Pub. No.: 20020032042). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. However, Ross et al. do not disclose the method wherein the docking 
apparatus is a car kit. 

In analogous art, Poplawsky et al. disclose the method wherein the docking apparatus 
(cradle) is a car kit ([0005]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically including the method 
wherein the docking apparatus (cradle) is a car kit, as taught by Poplawsky et al., the motivation 
being in order to enable a person to have conversation on a mobile call without having to hold a 
mobile handset. 

Regarding claim 28, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 26. However, Ross et al. do not disclose the docking apparatus is a car kit. 
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In analogous art, Poplawsky et al. disclose the docking apparatus (cradle) is a car kit 
([0005]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically including the docking 
apparatus (cradle) is a car kit, as taught by Poplawsky et al, the motivation being in order to 
enable a person to have conversation on a mobile call without having to hold a mobile handset. 

6. Claims 9 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross et 
al. (U.S. 5859628) in view of McCarthy et al. (Pub. No.: 20010055165) and further in view of 
Yoshioka et al. (U.S. 6262655). 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Further, Ross et al. disclose the method wherein the docking apparatus 
(cradle 104) downloading the telematic functionality module (moving map or vehicle status) into 
the memory of the remote communication device (PDA 102) (col. 9, line 57 to col. 10, line 54). 

However, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. do not disclose rewriting at 
least a portion of a memory of the remote communications device to include the telematics 
functionality module. 

In an analogous art, Yoshioka et al. disclose rewriting into a memory 15 of the remote 
communications device 1 to include the telematics functionality module (telephone number or 
vehicle registration number ) (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically including rewriting into 
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a memory 15 of the remote communications device 1 to include the telematics functionality 
module, as taught by Yoshioka et al., the motivation being in order to replace information, e.g., 
telephone number or vehicle registration number into a memory of a terminal device. 

Regarding claim 34, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 26. Further, Ross et al. disclose the docking apparatus wherein the 
instructions for the docking apparatus (cradle 104) downloading the telematic functionality 
module (moving map) into the memory of the remote communication device (PDA 102) (col. 9, 
line 57 to col. 10, line 54). 

However, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. do not disclose instruction 
for the docking apparatus rewriting at least a portion of a memory of the remote communications 
device to include the telematics functionality module. 

In an analogous art, Yoshioka et al. disclose rewriting into a memory 15 of the remote 
communications device 1 to include the telematics functionality module (telephone number or 
vehicle registration number) (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically including rewriting into 
a memory 15 of the remote communications device 1 to include the telematics functionality 
module, as taught by Yoshioka et al., the motivation being in order to replace information, e.g., 
telephone number or vehicle registration number into a memory of a terminal device. 
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7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross et al. (U.S. 
5859628) in view of McCarthy et al. (Pub. No.: 20010055165) and further in view of Kawai 
(Pub. No.: 20020083000). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. However, Ross et al. do not disclose wherein erasing the telematics 
functionality module from the memory of the remote communications device when the remote 
communication device ceases being communicatively coupled to the docking apparatus. 

In analogous art, Kawai discloses erasing the telematics functionality module (electronic 
guide information) from the memory when the remote communications device ceases being 
communicatively coupled to the system ([0078] to [0085]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically including erasing the 
telematics functionality module (electronic guide information) from the memory when the 
remote communications device ceases being communicatively coupled to the system, as taught 
by Kawai, the motivation being in order to prevent information leaking to a third party. 

8. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross et al. (U.S. 
5859628) in view of McCarthy et al. (Pub. No.: 20010055165) and further in view of Namaky 
(Pub. No.: 20040227523). 

Regarding claim 14, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. disclose all the 
limitation in claim 1. Furthermore, Ross et al. disclose the method further comprising: the 
docking supplying the remote communications device with a Road Manager to download the 
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telematics functionality module into the memory from the Road Manager comprises: the remote 
communication device downloading the telematics functionality module into the memory from 
the Road Manager supplied by the docking apparatus. 

However, the combination of Ross et al. and McCarthy et al. do not disclose a download 
location. 

In an analogous art, Namaky discloses a download location ([0055] to [0059]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross et al. by specifically a download location, as 
taught by Namaky, the motivation being in order to allows a user to connect the cellular phone to 
a data link connector located in a vehicle, download software to either an adaptor or the cellular 
phone, retrieve information relating to diagnostic tests on the vehicle and view the results on the 
cellular phone display, and/or communicate the results to another person or device. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 42, 45, 46 and 49 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end 
of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Dai A Phuong whose telephone number is 571-272-7896. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Patrick Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Dai A Phuong/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 
Date: 06/16/2010 

/Patrick N. Edouard/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



